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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the Amendment/Arguments filed on June 26, 2008. Claims 18-34 
are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to the Objection to the Specification due to the 
embedded hyperlink have been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection to the 
specification has been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claim Objections due to informalities have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. The objections to Claims 1 8-34 have been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections of Claims 18-34 have 
been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 102 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

As to arguments with respect to Claims 18, 25, and 30: 

a. Arguments - Page 37: "At no point does Grynberg teach or suggest anything 
similar to a mail processing unit that acquires a generation argument and an actual 
recipient address and generates the alias address from these two components to formulate 
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a reply e-mail, as claimed. . . Grynberg, however, fails to teach or suggest any feature 
similar to the generation argument..." 

Grynberg (column 4 lines 46-57 and column 5 lines 51-62) discloses 
concatenating information (the generation argument) with a Recipient ID (recipient 
address) to generate an alias address for outgoing e-mails including reply mail (column 8 
lines 59-61). 



5. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In view of the aforementioned argument that Grynberg discloses each and every 
limitation of Claims 18, 25, and 30, Applicant's argument is moot. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 



7. Claims 18, 25, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 7,216,227 B2 to Grynberg. 
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8. Regarding Claims 18, 25, and 30, Grynberg discloses a mail delivery system, mail 
delivering method, and mail delivering program (referenced hereinafter as the system) that 
receives an alias mail having an alias address different from a recipient address as a destination 
and replaces the destination with the recipient address to transfer the alias mail and receives a 
reply mail responding to the alias mail and replaces the recipient address with the alias address as 
a transmission source of the reply mail to transfer the reply mail, the mail delivery system 
comprising: 

an alias mail processing unit that restores, when an alias mail having an alias address 
generated from the recipient address and a predetermined generation argument as a destination is 
received, the recipient address and the generation argument from the alias address, replaces the 
destination of the alias mail with the recipient address, and includes the generation argument in 
the alias mail to transfer to alias mail (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses decrypting the alias 
address, or encoded string, to produce the recipient address and generated argument, and replaces 
the alias address with the recipient address to transfer the mail); and 

a reply mail processing unit that acquires, when a reply mail responding to the alias mail 
transferred by the alias mail processing unit is received, the generation argument from the reply 
mail, regenerates the alias address from the generation argument and a recipient address 
indicating a transmission source of the reply mail, and replaces the transmission source of the 
reply mail with the alias address to transfer the reply mail (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses 
regenerating the alias address, or encoded string, from the generated argument and recipient 
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address indicating a transmission source of the reply mail, and replacing the transmission source 
of the reply mail with the alias address). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 19-24, 26-29, and 3 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grynberg as applied to Claims 18, 25, and 30 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,804,247 Bl to Sasyan et al. (hereinafter "Sasyan"). 

1 1 . Regarding Claims 19,26, and 3 1 , Grynberg discloses each and every limitation of Claims 
18, 25, and 30. Grynberg further discloses wherein the alias mail processing unit includes: 

a recipient address restoring unit that restores, when the alias mail is received, the 
recipient address and the generation argument from the alias address (Grynberg; columns 3-5, 
discloses restoring the recipient address and generated argument from the alias address, or 
encoded string); 

Grynberg does not explicitly disclose, however Grynberg, in further view of Sasyan, 
discloses a reply destination address generating unit that generates a reply destination address 
including the generation argument restored by the recipient address restoring unit and an 
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originator address indicating a transmission source of the alias mail (Sasyan; column 7 lines 23- 
64, discloses replacing the source address with a virtual address indicating the reply destination 
address) (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses generating an alias address, or encoded string, using 
a address and a generated argument); 

an alias mail transfer unit that replaces the destination of the alias mail with the recipient 
address restored by the recipient address restoring unit and replaces the transmission source of 
the alias mail with the reply destination address generated by the reply destination address 
generating unit to transfer the alias mail (Sasyan; column 7 lines 23-64, discloses replacing the 
destination with the actual recipient address and replacing the source with the virtual address 
indicating the reply destination address) (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses replacing the 
destination with the recipient address), and 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify an alias mail processing unit, as disclosed by Grynberg, to include replacing 
the originator address with an alias address, as disclosed by Sasyan, in order to appropriately 
accommodate for reply messages (Sasyan; column 7 lines 23-64) 

Grynberg discloses the reply mail processing unit includes: an alias address regenerating 
unit that regenerates the alias address from the generation argument restored by the originator 
address restoring unit and the recipient address indicating the transmission source of the reply 
mail (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses regenerating the alias address from a generation 
argument and the recipient address indicating the transmission source of the reply mail); and 
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Grynberg does not explicitly disclose, however Grynberg, in further view of Sasyan, 
discloses an originator address restoring unit that restores, when the reply mail is received, the 
originator address and the generation argument from the reply destination address that is a 
destination of the reply mail (Sasyan; column 8 lines 25-40, discloses restoring an originator 
address from the alias address indicating the reply destination address) (Grynberg; columns 3-5, 
discloses restoring an original address from an alias address includes restoring a generated 
argument from the encoded string); 

a reply mail transfer unit that replaces the destination of the reply mail with the originator 
address restored by the originator address restoring unit and replaces the transmission source of 
the reply mail with the alias address regenerated by the alias address regenerating unit to transfer 
the reply mail (Sasyan; column 8 lines 25-40, discloses replacing the destination of the reply 
mail with an actual address and replacing the source of the reply mail with a virtual address to 
transfer the reply) (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses replacing the transmission source of a reply 
mail with an alias recipient address). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify an alias mail processing unit, as disclosed by Grynberg, to include replacing 
the originator address with an alias address, as disclosed by Sasyan, , in order to appropriately 
accommodate for reply messages (Sasyan; column 7 lines 23-64) 



12. Regarding Claims 20, 27, and 32, Grynberg and Sasyan in combination disclose each and 
every limitation of Claims 19, 26, and 31. Grynberg further discloses wherein the generation 
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argument is information indicating transfer conditions that the alias mail transferred to the 
recipient should satisfy, 

the alias mail processing unit further includes a transfer possibility judging unit that 
judges whether the alias mail satisfies transfer conditions restored by the recipient address 
restoring unit (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses judging whether the alias mail satisfies the 
restored transfer conditions included in the generated argument of the encoded string), and 

the alias mail transfer unit transfers only an alias mail that is judged by the transfer 
possibility judging unit as satisfying the transfer conditions (Grynberg; columns 3-5, discloses 
only transferring alias mail that is judged as satisfying the transfer conditions). 

13. Regarding Claim 2 1 , Grynberg and Sasyan in combination disclose each and every 
limitation of Claim 20. Grynberg further discloses wherein the transfer conditions are transfer 
conditions that can be updated according to transfer of the alias mail, 

the alias mail processing unit further includes a transfer conditions updating unit that 
updates, when it is judged by the transfer possibility judging unit that the transfer conditions are 
satisfied, the transfer conditions to generate the generation argument anew (Grynberg; column 4, 
discloses the generated argument in the encoded string including an updatable time stamp), and 

the reply destination address generating unit generates a reply destination address 
including the generation argument generated anew by the transfer conditions updating unit 
instead of the generation argument restored by the recipient address restoring unit (Grynberg; 
column 4, discloses using the updated generation argument in the encoded string including the 
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time stamp rather than the old generation argument). 

14. Regarding Claim 22, Grynberg and Sasyan in combination disclose each and every 
limitation of Claim 20. Grynberg further discloses wherein the transfer conditions are transfer 
conditions that can be updated according to reception of the alias mail, 

the reply mail processing unit further includes a transfer conditions updating unit that 
updates the transfer conditions restored by the originator address restoring unit to generate the 
generation argument anew (Grynberg; column 4, discloses the generated argument in the 
encoded string including a time stamp updatablc for every generated encoded string), and 

the alias address regenerating unit regenerates an alias address including the generation 
argument generated anew by the transfer condition updating unit instead of the generation 
argument restored by the originator address restoring unit (Grynberg; column 4, discloses using 
the updated generation argument in the encoded string including the time stamp rather than the 
old generation argument). 



15. Regarding Claims 23, 24, 28, 29, 33, and 34, Claims 23, 24, 28, 29, 33, and 34 have 
similar limitations to Claims 19-22. Therefore they are rejected under Grynberg and Sasyan for 
the same reasons as set forth in the rejections of Claims 19-22. 
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Conclusion 

16. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VIVEK KRISHNAN whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
5009. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:30 
PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



VK 



/Jason D Cardone/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2445 



